
Comments Responses

SBBS1. See comment CDFG3.

SBBS2. See comment CDFG3. Implementation of the “Land
Protection Plan” is predicated on the appropriation of funding
from Congress. Requests for funding will be pursued as soon
as possible after the “Land Protection Plan” is approved.
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SBBS3. The designation of the Park as a Class I area is a process that
is managed by the California Air Resources Board. If
redesignation of the Park were considered by the state,
potential effects on existing developments would be
highlighted during that process. The state would be the entity
to exempt existing operations or require new modifications.

SBBS4. Reference to section 305 of the California Desert Protection
Act has been added. This section of the act withdraws the Park
from further entry under the various mining and mineral laws.
Valid existing rights are recognized and operations considered
under NPS regulations promulgated after the Mining in the
Parks Act of 1976. This act recognized that mining operations
in parks should be conducted so as to prevent or minimize
damage to park resources.

SBBS5. Mining has a historic component and its significance is
detailed on page 30 of the 1998 draft plan. Mining as a
contemporary activity is allowed under the Mining in the
Parks Act, subject to NPS regulations (36 CFR Part 9). Those
regulations prohibit mining activity that would adversely
affect park resources. The approval standards (36 CFR 9.10)
vary depending upon the date and status of surface patent, but
generally operations that significantly injure or negatively
impact park resources would not be permitted.

SBBS6. The priority listing on page 243 of the draft plan attempts to
provide some rationale for acquisition, but is not a hard and
fast list. The factors on page 242 would be considered in
trying to determine priority of one claim over another. Pages
230 and 231 of the 1998 draft plan provides a description of
the remote small claim groups referred to on page 243. The
list of unpatented claims will be updated.

SBBS7. The Environmental Impact Statement / General Management
Plan would not be the appropriate document for this issue.
NPS regulations at 36 CFR Part 9 govern mining operations
and provide the process for operators to submit mining plans
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for consideration. The Park Service has also developed a
Guide to Claimants to assist in their understanding of the
process and regulatory requirements. Length of the process
has mostly to do with the adequacy of the plan of operation
and the impacts of the proposal, which determine the
environmental review requirements the Park must follow.

SBBS8. RS-2477 assertion determinations are not planning decisions.
Assertions will be dealt with through a process provided by
the Department of the Interior or through legal remedies.
Section 305 applies only to valid existing mineral rights
obtained under the various mining laws. However, section 708
does ensure private landowners adequate access for reasonable
use and enjoyment of property.

SBBS9. NPS criteria for examining potential boundary modifications
in a general management plan are done with the purpose of
adding lands with significant resources or opportunities or
that are critical to fulfilling the Park mission. To create a
boundary change proposal to exclude a mine from the Park or
from wilderness to allow its development would not fit the
NPS criteria for boundary adjustments. The National Park
Service and claimants have reached agreement on purchase
of the claims at Rainbow Talc Mine.

SBBS10. See comment SBBS9. We disagree that proposing a cherry-
stem through wilderness to the Rainbow Talc mine would
overcome the controversy surrounding this potential mine
development. Such a proposal would be highly controversial.
Purchase of the mine by the National Park Service seems to
be the most appropriate course of action under the
circumstances.

SBBS11. Comment noted.
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